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: ' puse of Representatives

The House me% at 12 o’clock noon.
Lt..Col. James M. Thurman, Office
Chief of Alr Force Chaplains, Washing¥

%on, D.C,, offered the following prayer:
. Eternal God, Lord of the years, the
days, and the hours, we begin this new
week with the prayer that we may feel
¥our presence each moment of each day.
We give You thanks for the weekend
past, and the chance to get away from
some of the dally pressures,

We want to do more than just survive

this week, Help us to use our time rather
than be used by it.

- Bless the Presid‘ent the Congress, the
courts, and help us all as public servants
o recognlze and to value the person be-
hind each face and each vote,

. -May “hope” become more than a word
in some Hfe this day because of what is
gone here..

We offer our prayers in faith and trust.
Amen.

THE JOURNAL ,
. 'The SPEAKER. The Chair has ex-
amined the Journal of the last day’s pro-
cesdings and announces to the House his
approval thereof,
Without objection, the Journal stands
approved.

‘There was no objection.
 ————— N ——
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE
. & message from the Senate by Mr.
Arrington, one of its clerks, announced
that the Senate had passed without
amendment joint resolutions and a con-
current resolution of the House of the

following titles:

H.J, Res. 910, Joint resolution askmg the

President of. the United States to declare the -

tourth Saturday of September 1974, “Na-
tional :mnting: and Fishing Day”;

"H.J. Res, 1070, Joint resolution authoriz-
ing the President to proclalm the period of

September 15, 1974, thirough October 15, 1974,

83 “Johnny Horizon 76 Clean Up America -

Monih”; and

H. COn Rés, 638, ancu.rrent resolution .

authorizing the Clerk of the House to make
- eertain corrections in the enrollment of the
bill H.R. 14883,

The message also announced ‘that the
Benate disagrees to the amendments of
the House to the bill (S, 1283) entitled

“An act to establish a national program

for research, development, and demon-

. stration in fuels and energy and for the

coordination and financial supplementa-

dion of Federal energy research and de-

glopment; and for other purposes,” re-
qlgts a conference with the House on
the Wisagreeing votes of the two Houses
thereWp, and appoints Mr. JACKSON, Mr.
Mercar®y, Mr. JorNsTON, Mr. HASKELL,
Mr. NELSQW, Mr. HATFIELD, Mr. BUCKLEY,
and Mr. MRCLURE to be the conferees on
the part of ®ge Senate.

The messadg also announced that the
Senate had pa¥%ed a concurrent resolu-
tion of the follo%ing title, in which the
concurrence of theYgouse is requested:

. Con. Res. 87. Conyrrent resolution rec-
ognizing the centenniafenniversary of the
University of Nevada. Y

.The message also anndpced that Mr.
- STEVENS be appointed as #yconferee on
the bill (S. 355) entitled act to

amend the National Traffic 3gd Motor
Wehicle Safety Act of 1966 to%gromote
traffic safety by providing that Wefects
snd failures to comply with motdg ve-
hicle safety standards shall be reme§jed
without charge to the owner, and MW
other purposes” in lieu of Mr. Coox, ex8
cused

[Mr. NICHOLS addressed the House,

His remarks will appear hereafter in the
. Extensions of Remarks.1 -

CONSENT CALENDAR

The SPEAKER. This is Consent Calen-
dar Day. The Clerk will call the first bill
on the Consent Calendar.

EMERGENCY TOBACCO PRICE
SUPPORT INCREASE

The Clerk called the bill (H.R. 16056)
to provide for emergen.y increases in the

-support level for the 1974 crop of Flue-

cured tobacco.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the ‘present consideration of the bill?

- Mr. PEYSER. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that the bill be passed
over without prejudice.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to

%le 1;‘equest of the gentleman from New

ork? -

There was no objection..

LAND CONVEYANCE TO STATE OF
NEW YORK

- The Clerk called the bill (HR. 7954)
to direct the Secretary of Agriculture to
release on behalf of the United Stat-s
conditions in a deed conveying certain
lands to the State of New York and fo
provide for the conveyance of certain in-
terests in such lands so as to permit such
State, subject to certain conditions, to
sell such land.

There being no objection, the Clerk
read the bill as follows:

HR. 7954

Be it enacted by the Senatle and House of
Representatives of the United States of Amer-
ica in Congress assembled, That, notwith-
standing the provisions of section 82(¢) of
the Bankhead-Jones Farm Tenant Act (7
U.8.C. 1011(e) ), the Secretary of Agriculture
is authorized and directed to release, on be-
half of the United States, with respect to
the following described land, the condition
in a.deed dated January 28, 1961, between
the United States and the State of New York,
conveying certain lands in Allegany County
in the State of New York o the State of
New York, of which such described land -is
& part, which requires that the lands so con-
veyed be used for public purposes and pro-
vides for a reversion of such land to the

WUnited States if at any time it ceases to be

used:

b parcel or tract of land consisting of ap-
pro Emately 42 acre, being a portion of the
landMconveyed by such deed dated Jan-
uary 28,1961, being in the town of New Hud-
son, colyty of Allegany, State of New York,
being par§of lot' 47 in such town which be-
gins at thygouthwest corner of the existing
cemetery 100 thence south on a line that is
the continualfypn of the west line of said ex-
isting cemeterfqyjot a distance of 100 feet to a
point; thence e\ and parallel to the south
line of sald existiyg cemetery lot a distance
of 185 feet to a poiRt on the continuation of
the east line of sai}y existing cemetery lot;
thence north along tBg sald continuation of
said east line a distanWe of 100 feet to the
southeast corner of sally existing cemetery
lot; thence west along th&south line of said
existing cemetery lot a didance of 185 feet
to the place of beginning.

SEC. 2. The Secretary shall PNease the con-

dition referred to in the first sdgtion of this
Act only with respect to land coWyred by and
described in any agreement or Sgreements

entered into between the Secretary\of Agri-
culture and the State of New York iN which
such State in consideration of the reldgse of
such conditions as to such land agrees to on-
vey the land with respect to which such don-
dition is released. to the Bellvigw Cemetery

" H 9253
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Asquattmi fm' A falr and equit.x ule co: mrd-
eration.

sec. § Upon a,pplicat fon all the undivided
minerafinterests of the United Stater ir. any
“tract of land, releasedd purgaant to
this-Acffrom the condition asto such lands,

for: the and benefit of the State by the
SecretarfEiot the Interior. In areas where the
Secretarfgof the Interior detérmines that
there. is B0 active mineral development or
leasing, ‘that the lands have 1o mineral
value, i mineral Interests covergd Sy &

i Bcation shall be sold for a consid-
eration ofRI. Tn other ureas ihe rilfiora) in-
terests ‘be sold at the fair market value
thereof adiietermined by the Secretary of the

Interior aR@r taking into consideration such
appraisalsiik he deems necessary or appropri-
ate. . o : .
" Sec. 4.°Mch epplication made ander the
provisions @ section 3 of this Act Shall be
accompani@® by a nonrefundable deposit to
be applied BEthe administrative costs as fixed
by the Seciiary of the Interior. ¥t the con-
veyance is e, the applicant shall puy to
the Secre the-Interior the full sdminis-
trative costMEléss the deposit. If a convey-
ance is not, Made pursuant to an sppiication
filed under 3Wis Act, the deposit shall con-
stibute fa tisraction of " slich . adminis-
trative costSEotwithstanding that the ad-
ministrati sts exceed the deposil.

SEC. 6.7 L “adminigtrative costs'” as
used in this A includes, in addition to (»ther
items, ail’ g which the Secretary of ihe

Interior duterghines are included in & detor-
mination of (@ the mineral character of the
land v questn, and (2) the falr market
value of the nfineral interest.

Sec, 6. Amo¥hts pald to the Secretary of
the Interlor nig@eér the provisions of this Act
shall be paid irSo:-the Treasury of the Unit ed
States as misceighneous receipts,

With the fogowing committes ‘xmmd-
ments: -

Page 3, line 48
view”, and. inse]
“Bellville”, . v 3

Page 3, line 19gstrike out lnes 10 through
25; page 4, line & strike out lines 1 through
3 and’ mse-rt injfieu’ thereof the following:

“BEe. 4 'Fhe-S§ ary-of the Interior shali
require the depofst of & sum of money which
_"« to cover estimnated adi-
i of \ct, If & corvey-
de pursuant ta his Act,

strike outvthé word “Bell-
in leu thereol the. word

" e he e
y shall bill the a.ppl!cant
g amount, but ir the
sit exceeds the actua.l ad-«

amount of the dep
he Secretary »nau re:t und

ministrative cos
the excess.”:

ﬁred"t;'o' be eifzxﬁgf@s&éd
ne, was reand the thirg
hnd a motion to recon-

_—

AMENDM.ENT OF MILITARY Pli.R-
SONNEL AND CIVILIAN EMPLOY-
EES’ CLATMS ACT OF 1964, AS
AMENDED, WITH RESPHECT TO
SE’I’I‘L]“MENTGF CLATME AGAINST
UNITED STATES BY MEMBERS OF
UNIFORMED SERVICES AND CI-
VILIAN OFFICERS AND. EMPLOY-
EES FOR DAMAGE TO, OR LOSS
OF, PERSONAL PROPERTY INCI-
DENT TO THEIR SERVICE

The Clerk called the bill (B.R. 7135)
to amend the Military Personnel and
Civilian Efiployees’ Claims Act of 1964,
as -bmen@ad, with réspect to tlie :.ettleo
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ment of claims against the United States
by civillan officers and employees for
damage to, or loss of, personal property

“incident to their service.

There being no objection, the Clerk
read the bill as follows:
EHR. 7135

Be it enacted by the Senate apd House
of Representatives of the United States of
America in Congress assembled, That (a)
section - 3(a) (1) of the Military Personael
and Civilian Employees’ Claims Act of 1864,
as amended (78 Stat, 767, as amended), is
amended. by siriking out “$10,000” and in-
serting in place theteof “$12,000, and

(b) Section 3(b)(1l) of the Military Per-
sonnel and Civilian Employees’ Claims Act
of 1964, as amended (78 Stat. 767, as
ameénded), is amended to read as follows:

“(r) {1) Subject t0 any policles the Presi-
dent may prescribe to eflectuate the pur-
poses of this subsection snd under such regu-
iations as the head of an agency, other than
a military departrment, the Secratary of the
Treasury with respect to the Coast Guard, or
the Department of Defense, may prescribe, heo
or his designee may settle and pay a claim
ariging after the effective date of this Act
agajinst the Unlted States for not more than
$19,000 made by a member of the uniformed
services -under the .jurisdiction of that
agency or by a .civilian officer or employee of
that agency, for damage to, or loss of, per-
sonal property incldent to his service, If ihe
claim 18 substsntiated and the possession of
that property s determined to be reason-
able, useful, or proper under the clr¢um-
stances, the claim may be paid or the prop-
erty replaced in kind. This subsection does
nob, apply to claims settied before {ts enact-
ment.

Bxc. 2. Section 1 of this Act i3 effective
August 31, 19¢4, for the purpose of recan-
sideration of dettled cliims as provided in
this section. Notwithstanding section 4 of the
Military Persoanel and Civilian Eraployees'
Claims Act of 1D84, or any other provision of
law, a claim heretafore settled in the amount
$6,600 solely by reason of the maximum
limitation established by section 3(b) of the
Military Persoanel and Civilian Employees’
Cialms Act of 1964, as emended, or a claim
heretofore settled in the amount of $10,000
solely by reason of the maximum limitation
established by section 3(a) of that Act, may,
wpon_ written nequest of the claimani made

et within-one year from the date of enactment

©i this Act, be reconsidered and settled wun-
der the amendments contained in sectlon 1
of this Act,

Wwith the following (ommittee amend-
ments: R

Page 1, ‘line~ 5: A:ft-er

: 31.U.8.0. 24X(ak (1),

Page 1, iine §: &tril:e “$12, 000"
“$15,0007. .

Page 2, line "§: Alfer “amended”,

. 31 U.8.0. 241(a)(1)".

F’age 2, Tine 7. Bcike "Tre&suvy" and m-

sert- “Fransportation”.

Page 2,°line 11; strii:e “$12,000"" and insert

“$15,0007.,

Page 2, lines 90 thro\ gh 25, and page 3,
tires 1 through 8: Strike all of secl tlon 2, and
ingert:

“8ec..3. The amendments provided in this
Act-shall apply to claims based upon loases
of persongl property which occur after the
stiective date of this Act.”

The: commiftee “amendments
agreed to.

Mr. DANIELSON. Mr. Spesker, the
bill<H.R. 7135 —would fix $15,000 as the
limit for amounts paid for losses of per-
sonal property of military and. civilian
personnel of the Pederal Government in-
cldent to their service, and the bill would

”ame‘nded" msert
and. insort

insert

were

public funds.
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further make that limit ar phcahle uni-
formly to ail agencies and depari,ments

The bill--HR. 7155-—as amended by
the committee, would amend the Military
Personnel  and  Civililan  Emplovees’
Claims - Act of 1984, as amended (81
U.S,C. 240-243), to increase from '$10,060
to $15,000 the limit on amounts of claims
for damage to or loss of personal prop-
erty incident to service which may be
paid by-——

The Secrztary of = military ciepart-

“ment, when the claim is made by 4 mem-

her of the uriformed scrvi(res under the
jurisdiction of, or by & civilian officer or
employee of, that department;

The Secretary of Transportation, when
the claim is" made by a member of the
uniformed services under the jurisdic-
tion of, or by a civillun officer or an em-
ployee of, the Coast Guard when it is
not operating as a part of the Navy; or

The Secretary of Defense, when the
claim is by a eivillan employee: of the
Department of Defense not under the
Jurisdiction of a military d=partment or
the Coast Guard.

H.R. 7135, as amended by the cq)mm1t~
tee, would, in additior, increase to:$15,000
the amount of such a clalm which may be
paid by the head of any other agency,
when a claira is made by a membe?r of the
uniformed services under the jarisdic-
tion of that- agency or by a civilian of-
ficer or- employee of that sgency. Some

~of these othier agencies now may pay a

claim for no more than $10,000; some
only a claim for no more than $6,500.

As to the military departments and

‘the Coast Guard, the present limitation

ou the payment of personal claims in-
cident to service was established in 1965.
The elements of the Deparsment. of De-
fense and the Coast Guard have demon-
strated their ability to administer this
act, as well as the otkher laws authorizing
payment of claims against the .Unibed
States, with fairness to the claimants
and concern for the protection :of the
Since the $10.000 limita-
ticn was established. the cost of repair-
ing or replacing property of the type
whose loss or damage may give irise to
claims within the terms and purpose of
thiy act has increased significantly. The
increase is due prifarily to the general
inflationary trend which has raiged the
Price of virtually all irousehotd items.
One method of calculating ingreased

‘costs of suck: goods 1s the Consumer Price
Index. According to the T7.3. Bureau of

Labor Statistics, the Consner Price In-
dex-in May 1964 was 922., and in Mayv
1973 it was 131.5, an increase of 41.9 per-
cent. If this increase is correlated with
the conpressional intent ir. 1945, when
the $10,000 limit was 2stablished, at least
$14,190 would he required to provide the
same protection today. A $15,000 limit
appears to be more in line with the cur-
rent value of su¢h property ov its repair.
‘An increase in the limit to $15,000 would
thus serve to maintain the level of pro-
tection that was previously congidered
appropriate for this property by Céngress
& a matter of fairness, support for mo-
1ale, of Government personnel. As to the

Armed Forces such protection would be
o further inducement for (-ntermg and
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withstanding any other provision of this Act
or title I of the Housing Act of 1949, as
amended, the Secretary of Housing and
Urban Development is authorized and di-
rected to release the city of Aransas Pass,
Texas, and the Urban Renewal Agency of the
city of Aransas Pass, Texas, from the obliga-
tions of their agreement with the Depart-
ment of Housing and Urban Development
entered into in connection with the closeout
of the project numbered Tex. R-92, to pro-
vide payments of any kind for any deficit
“local grants-in-ald to said project. Said re-
lease shall be effective as of the original date
of closeout: Provided, That nothing herein
shall be construed to relieve the city of
‘Aransas Pass, Texas, from its contractual
obligations with respect to the unsold project
land.

Mr, DANIELSON. Mr. Speaker, the bill
H.R. 9588 would release the city of Aran-
sas Pass, Tex. and its urban renewal
agency from the obligation to repay a
Housing and Urban Development De-
partment loan of $166,735. _

This would be done by waiving pro-
Jvisions of title I of the Housing Act of
1949 ‘and directing the Secretary of
Housing and Urban Development to re-
lease the city of Aransas Pass, Tex., and
the urban renewal agency of that city
from the obligations of this agreement
with the Department of Housing and
Urban Development concerning pay-
ments from any deficit in local grants-
in-aid in connection with the closeout of
the project numbered Tex. R-92. The
bill provides that the city will not be re-
lieved of confractual obligations in re-
spect to unsold project land.

The Department of Housing and Ur-
ban Development in its report to
committee stated it had no obJection ,»
the bill becayse of the particular cn‘c
stances of the matter. _

The indebtedness referred to i j;,* .R.
9588 arises out of an urban rgliewal
project known as the Golden Palyd® proj-
ect (Texas R-92). In Decembiy 1965,
survey and planning on the ppg#ect was
processed through the Fort Vg#rth office
of HUD. After review and alysis by
HUD personnel, their recg endation
for approval was sent to HUD office
in Washington, and app ¥al for execu-
tion of the project by D Washington
was received in Marc 68.

The Aransas =? Urban Renewal
Agency immediate}* began to acquire
the necessary pro Brty. Of 400 parcels of
land acquired, 24had to be obtained by
condemnation - ceedings. When the
property acqygtion finally had been
completed, icane Celia struck with

eon"tinuing membership in the Armed
._Forces ‘

: The additional cost to the Government
: 1s not possible of exact computation since
b -wonld réfa‘te only to those cases of
large 1058 1 would exceed the present
Iimits. An in atipn of the potentla,_l for
such losses can be gained from the report
of the Department of the Air Force which
details the experience of the military
services as to clalms which exceeded the

10,000 limit in the period since July 1,

969, In that period the Army had 53
such claims,‘the Navy 42 and the Air

Force 53..

1 would Tikeé to explain that the com-
mittee amendments delete g retroactive
‘effect originally provided in the bill. As
origmally Introduced, the bill provided
for a. measure of retroactive effect in
that it would have permitted a recon-
sideration of previously adjudicated
claims to the extent of providing author-
ity for the payment of proven losses
which, were not paid because of the pre-
vious limit for payments. It would have
permitted payments up to the new limit
upon application within 1 year of the
- effective date of a new law. However, the
committee recommended an amendment
. striking this provislon. It is felt that the
- new limit should have prospectlve fo1ce
only.

In summary, therefore, it can be sald
that section 3. of the act now provides
for a limit of $10 000 as to the military

" departments and the Coast Guard in sub-_
section (a), and in subsection (b) there
is & limit of $6,500 for civilian depart-
ments or agencles, but as a result of a
1872 amendment, the Peace Corps, the
Overseas. Private Inyestment Corpora-
tion, State Department, AID USIA, and
the U.S. Arms Control and Disar mament
Agency have a $10,000 limit. As I have
stated, the amended bill would provide
a umform limit of $15,000 for all agencies
and departments.

1t.is recommended that the, amended,
bill be considered favorably.

The hill was ordered to be engrossed
and read a third time, was read the third
time, and passed.

“The title was amended so as to read:
“A bill to amend the Military Personnel
and Civilian Employees’ Claims Act of
1964, as amended, with respect to the
settlement of claims against the United
States by members of the uniformed
services and civilian officers and em-
ployees for damage to, or loss of, personal
property incident to their service.”

- A motion fo réconsider was laid on the
table.

devastating@force, causing massive de-
struction
result the

Aransas Pass, As a direct
pity could not continue or com-
& project. The seawall played

role -in the protection of the
fwn business district and residen-

—-——m—— - !
‘cm OF ARANSAS PASS, TEX., AND
“THE URBAN RENEWAL AGENCY

~OF THE (
'?EX,_ CITY DF ARANSAS PASS‘ ea, and prevented an estimated

v 4 ﬂhon of additional damage. The
“"The' Clerk: called tbe bill (H R 9588) Foject required cuts in the seawall which
for the relief of the city of Aransas Pass e

yhidwere basic to the urban renewal proj-
Tex., and the Urban Renewal Agency gt ect, which from the beginning called

the city of Aransas Pass, Tex. g for an integrated marina design. Thus,
There being no objection, the $¢rk  HUD, the city and the urban renewal
read the bill as follows: agency reached the conchision that the

project was both economically and
vhysically infeasible. Thus, the engi-
neering problem with the seawall, the
" state of destruction of the city following

- R, V588
Bey enam‘gd by the Senate a,n,@ House of
Representatives of the United.  States of
America i’n Congress. gssembled, That not

H 9255
the hurricane; and the city’s dire finan-
cial circumstances eliminated any hope
for the city to carry out the Golden
Palms urban renewal project.

The city "entered into negotiations
with HUD which culminated a con-
tract converting the project fjom a non-
assisted loan project, to a gbnventional
project. While this contragl conversion
did assist them a great defl, it still left
the city with a debt obyeation of ap-
proximately $166,735 plyf interest, none
of which the city is ablgfto meet because
of this very disastrous gituation.

‘The situation is gffch that the city
faces this indebtedglss .as a result of
their agreement toffarry out an urban
renewal project wflich when measured
by established stafidards at its inception
appeared feasiblgfo HUD experts and re-
celved the apprfival of HUD central of-
fice in Washigton. The circumstances
are now compgetely changed. Subsequent
developmentg including the hurricane
made completion of the project impos-
sible. Intey¥st on the debt continues to

accrue dafy and the city is without re-
sources 4 meet increment payments.
In stgfing it had no objection to relief,.

the Defartment of Housing and Urban
Develgbment stated:

Thgi*City of Aransas Pass 1s a small city
withfis predominantly low to moderate in-
coml¢’ population of under 10,000. It is our

lerstanding that the 1970 hwrricane de-
stgoyed most of the City and eliminated
ost of its tax base. It has since been faced
#ith the considerable financial burden of

frebullding its communlity facilities, ineclud-

ing repairing its seawall to prevent future
flooding. In order to repay the HUD loan, the
City would have to raise taxes and defer ex-
penditures for vital municipal improve-
ments.

In view of the hardship that repayment
would undoubtedly cause the City and the
unique nature of the situation this Depart-
ment would have no objectlon to enactment
of H.R. 9588. -

‘It recommended that the bill be con-
sidered favorably.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed
and read a third time, was read the third
time, and passed, and a motion to recon-
sider was laid on the table.

CERTAIN FIRE DISTRICTS AND DE-
PARTMENTS IN THE STATE OF
MISSOURI

The Clerk called the bill (H.R. 1184
for the relief of certain fire districts and

departments in the State of Missouri to

compensate them for expenses relating
to a fire on Federal property.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the present consideration of the bill?

Mr. HINSHAW., Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that the bill be
passed over without prejudice.

The SPEAKER, Is there objection to
the request. of the gentleman from Cali-
fornia?

There was no objection.

CUMEBRES AND TOLTEC SCENIC
RAILROAD COMPACT

The Clerk called the Senate ‘bill
(8. 2362) granting the consent and ap-
proval of Congress to the Cumbres and
Toltec Scenic Railroad compact.

5
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There being no objection, the Clerk

read the bill as follows: =
3, 2862 .

Be it encoted by the Senate and ‘House
of Representutives -of the United Stdates of
America in Congress assembled, ﬂmt the
consent and approval of Congress i§ hershy
given to the Cumbres and Toltec Railroad
Compact as agreed to by the States of Colc-
rado and New Mexico, which compact is as
foltows: =

“CUMBRESAND TOLTEC SCENIC RAYLROAD

“The State of New Mexico and the State
of Colorado, desirifig to provide for the joint
acquisition, ownership, and control of an
interstate - narrow ' gauge scenic railrcad,
known as.the Cumbres and Toltec Scenic
Railroad, within Rio Arriba County in Mew
Mexico and Archuleta and Conejos Coanties
in Colorado, to promote the puklic welfnre
by encoumEMg and J,acmmu. Pcneaimu
and by presérving, as a 1iving Budeiim for
future genesations, a tode of transportation
that helped {n the development and promc-
tion of the ‘territories an es, nnd to
remove. all ‘clauses of present. and future
controversy betwedn = them With | ¥éspedt
thereto, atd being moved by consuie’ ations
ol interstate. comity, hawe a,greed upﬂn the
tollowing articles

“Aauem I

“The btaﬁ,es of .New: Mexico and Culora.clc
agree jointly to acyuire, own and make pro-
vislon for the operation of the Curibies an
Toltec 8cenic Rallroad, :

"AB,TICLE II

“The. States of New Mexico and Culoramo

hereby ratily and affirm the agreaqment of

July 1, 1670, -entered  betwéen ‘the rnilroad
authorities »f th e States

"The Bta.es of New Mexioo and Colormo
N 1 ﬂ;(

tracts,  leases, x ons, |
bther. agréemen Iriey Hereafter ,:\ppem‘
to -both. Stiutes to be’ necessary anél proper

for the-conirol, operation, or disposmon ot -

the said railroad

"Aafncm v

“The Stat ;es of New Mexico. ahd Caloradlo
agree to thd tonsideration of the enactirent
of such laws or constitution.a.l amendments
egempting the sald raiiroad or its_operatione
from _varioug laws of both States ac both
States ghall hereafter mutually fin el neceh—
sary and pl'e:per

“An-ncm: V

“Nothing contalued. herein shalt’bp cong
strued so. a3 to lmit, “abridge, or affect
jurisdiction "or atithority, If any, of the
terstate Coramerce Commission over th
raflroad, or the applicability, if any,
tax laws -of ithe United Btates to -
mnroad oE s operation o

Amend tha title 80 as to.
granting the consent of .
Cumbres and Toltec Scenicg
pact.” y

With thv fo]lowmg
ment: :

allroad Com-

ittee amend-

On page 1, line 3 offilfic bill strike out the
words “and approvalj ;

The commijfye amendment’ was
agreed to. :

The Senatey '111 was ordered to be rﬂad
a third time,/as read the third time and
passed. - &
The titly was aménded 50 s fo read:
“Granting the consent of Congress to
the Cumbrés and Toltec Scenic 3 admad
(‘ompact " i
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A motion to rf'considor ‘was lald on the
table.

The SPEARER. That concludes the
call of the ellgible bllls on the Consent
Calendar. . ’

B

GEN] RAL LEAVE

Mr. DANIELSON. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consernt with respect to Con-
sent: Calendar items Nos. 101 and 102,
H.R. 7135 and H.R. 9588, that all Men:-
bers may have 5 legislative days within
which to revise and extend their
remarks.

The SPEAKER Is there ob)ectlon to
the request of the gentleman from Czli-
fornia?

There wag no objection,

< m————

APPOINTMENT OF CONFEREES ON
HR. 11452, ‘RATE OF DUTY AP-
. PLICABLE TQ CRUDE FEATHERS
ANRD DOWNS

Mr. MILLS. Mr Spesker, I ask unai-
mous consent o take from the Speaker's
table the bill (EHLR. 11452) to ‘correct axn
" anomaly in the rate of duty applicabi
to crude feathers and downs, and,
other purposes, with Senate amendrgh
thereto, disagree to the Senate g
ments, and agree 10 the confereng®
by the Senate.

The SPEARER. Is there ¢
the request of the gentlemyfh
kansas? ‘The C‘haJ hears .~

ection ta
from Ar-
ne, and ap-
Mebsxs

U.B.C. 608
Mr. MCF .. Mr Spegkgr on Thuyrs-

’tatiws advised the House
| been served with a subpena
$oum issued by the U.S. District
for the southern district of New

&he SPEAEKER laid the matter before
e House, and the letter from the Clerk

g#tind-the subpens appear in the CONGRES-
soNaL Recorp of Thursday, September

12, at page HP227.

Mr. McFALL. Mr. Speaker, I offer a
privileged resolution (H. Res. 1365) and
ask for its immediate consideration.

" "The Cleérk Tead the resolution as fol-
lows:
‘H. Res. 1365

Whereas In. e Grand Jury Inv estigatmn
pending in the United States District Court
for the Southern District of New York, a
subpensa duces tecum was igsued by the said
court "and addredsed. to W. Pat Jennings,
Clerk of the House of Reépresentatives, di-
recting him 'to appear as a witnegs befote the

grang jury of the suid court at 10:00 o’clock .

antemeridian or ths 16th day of September,
1974, and’ to bring with him certain papers
and documents in the possession and under
the control of the House of Representativcs,
Therefore be it

Resolved, 'Thet by the privileges of the
House no evideace of & documentary char-
acter under the control and in the posses-
sion of the House of Representatives can, by
the mandate of process of the ordinary
courfs of justice, be taken from such control

or possession but by its perm iqsmn be it

further

Resolved, That when it appears 2vy the
order of the court or: of the judge thereof,
or of any legal officer charged with the ad-
ministration of the orders of such cgurt or
judge, that documentary evicence in the
possession and under Ifhe ecatrol of the
Heuse 18 needful for ke 1o any court bf jus-
tice or beiore any judige or ch legal offi-
cer, for the promotion of jugtice, this: House
wiil take such action thegbon as will pro-
mote the ends of justivefconsistently with
the privileges and rights £f thiz Houséd; be it
further ‘

Resolved. That W. . Jennings, Clerk of
the House, or any officer or employeeiin his
office whom he maghdesiynite, be authorized
0 appear ot tae gMace nud belore the grand
Jury -in the sy na duces tecum before-
mentioned, by shall ro: fuke with him any
papers or dgfuments on fite in his office or
under the génurol or ir tie postession:of the
Hepresentatives; be .t further

Beso That when ihe said court:deter-
minegfupor the materialily and the rele-
Ve of ti:e papers and documents called for

mfﬂ'he subpena duces tecum, then the said
gtrurt, through any of s officers or dgents,
¢be suthorized to attend witar all proper

" parties to the proceeditg and then alwajs

ai any place under the prders and. ¢ontrot
of this House, and take copies of those re-
quested papers and documents which are in
possession or custody of the sa.d Clerk; and
the Clerk is authorized to supply certified
conies of such documerty or papers in his
possession or control that the coult has
found to.be material anc relevant and which
- the opurt or ogher proper officer shall desirve,
s0 48, however, the poss:2ssion of said docu-
munts and papers by the ssid Clerk shall not
be disturbed, or the saue shall not be re-
moved from their place of fil» or cusiody
ucder the saltl Clerk; and be it further

. Resolyed, That as a respectiul answer to
the subpena duces tecurs 8, copy of these
resolutions be submitted o the sa.d Court.

The resolution was agreed t0.
A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

e e ——

COMMUNICATION FROM THE
CLERX OF THE HCUSE .

The SPEAKER laid befor: the House
the following communication froin the
Clerk of the House ¢ Representatives:

WasiatseroN, D.Ci
August 23, 1974

Hon, CARL. ALBERT, H
Speaker, House of Represeniatives. I

Dear SIR: On this date, I havs been'served
with & subpoena duces tecum by a i repre-
gsentative of the U.B. Department of Justice,
that. was issued and signed by the Chief
Judge for the U.8, Distrirt Court for the Dis-
trict, of Columbia., This subpoeis is in con-
nection with a passible viotation of 26 UK.C.
7205,

“ ‘The subpoenna commards m1 ar mv au-
thorized representative to appenr in the sald
U.3. District Court for the District of Colum-
bin on the 20th day of September, 1974, and
requests certain House records of an em-
pilovee of & former Member, Congréssman
John G. Schmitz, 86th Congressional District.
California, that are outlined in the subpoena
itself, which i3 attached nereto. :

House Resolution 1% of Jananry 8, 1073,
and the rules snd pract.cex of the Hceuse of
Representatives indicate that no official of
the House may, either voluntarily or inobedi-
ence to a subpoena duces tecum produce
such papers without the corsent of the
House belng first obtained. It I8 further in-
dicated that he may not supply coples df cer-
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1948, a per&od not covered by the Court of
Claims declsion. “The Department of the
Navy has been advised that 8. Res. 203 has
been introduced to effect the referral of 8.
. 2608 to the Court of Claims for a finding
of facts and. the formula,tion of conclusions
sufficlent te Inform the Congress whether
Mr, Egan’s claim is ln law or in equity or is
a gratulty, and of the amount, if any, which
is legally or equita.bly due him.

“In view of the foregoing, the Department
of the Navy has no objection to the enact-
ment of 8, Res. 203. The Department of the
Navy recommends that no actlon be taken
on S, 2698 pending receipt by the Committee
of a reporf from the chief commissioner of
the Court of Claims.”

The Committee, in the consideration of
‘l‘vms legislation believes that there are suffi-

. elent facts set forth to Justify the finding
~that the resolution should be referred o the
Chief Commissioner of the Court of Claims
to report thereon, giving his findings of fact
and concluslons sufficient to informa the
‘Congress of the nature and character of the
demand as a claim, legal or equitable, and
the amount, if any, which might be due from
the Unitgd States. Accordingly, the Commit-
tee reoommends favorable consideration of

- 8enate Resolution 203, ‘without amendment.

Fa.vor@ble action on ‘this resolution would
he in accordan wlth establish precedents

DQNAHD L. TYNDALL ‘BT AL

The ‘bill (H.R. 3532) for.the relief of
Donald L. Tyndall, Bruce Edward Tyn-
dall, Kimberly ¥Fay Tyndall, and Lisa
Michele ‘Eyndall was considered, ordered
to a third réading, read the third time,
and passed.

Mr. ROBERT C. BYRD, Mr. President,
I ask unanimous consent to have printed
in the REcorp an excerpt from the report
(No. 93-1202), explaining the purposes of

-the measure.

There being no ob;ectlon, the excerpt

was ordered to be printed in the Recor,
as follows.
; © PURFOSE

%mrpose of the proposed legislation is
to pey the persons named below the amounts
shown 1n full settlement of their claims
against the United States ‘for medical and
hospital expenses, funeral eéxpenses, personal
injuries, death, property damage and other
damage resulting from an automobile acci-
- dent involying & U.S. Marine Corps truck
driven by a member of the Marine Corps

which occurred In North Carolina near the

town of Beulaville on October 5, 1967.
Donald L. Tyndal] $24 000.00
Bruce Edward Tyndall, a minor, $12,000.00.
- Kimherly Fay Tyndal} a minor, $2 000.00. °
- Lisa Micheie Tyndall a minor, 812, 000 00.
’ i proyide the payments in
ould be patd to the

mi 2
Clerk of the Superior CGourt of Duplin County, §

‘North Carolina to be administered unde
North Carolina pgeneral statute 7A-111 egf
. titled “Receipts and Disbursements of In

pacitated Adults”.
BTATEMENT

' The facts of this casé, as conta
) House Reéport 9321005, are as follows
“On the evenlng of October 5, 196 Donald

L. Tyndall, then 24 years of age with his

eir ghree small
7 Ohevrolet on

b /2 B

le, Whiie. ap-
nother vehicle,
, i ’ii Erapthe, US.
Marine C‘orps, overnment owned
. BiX wheel stake irick’ he,a.d on into the Tyn-
" dall jehlcle. The 'I‘ynda car was totally de-

[

; chfe Eljzabeth—

ildren, _was dr

Rele
'CON

- outlined in its report on the bill, the De

stroyed, Mrs. Elizabeth M. Tyndall was killed
and Donald L. Tyndall and their children all
suffered injuries. Private First Class Braathe
was also killed in the collision. Subsequent
investigation indicated that the Marine
driver was intoxicated and had taken the
truck without permission. As a result of the
foregoing circumstances and a subsequent.
court proceeding, it was held that the Marine
driver was not acting within the scope of his
employment. The actlon was brought in a
United States district court under the Fed-
eral Tort Claims Act but the determination
as to lack of officlal duty status was the basis
of a dismissal. The decision was affirmed on
appesal.

“A subcommittee hearing on the bill HR.
3532 was held on October 31, 1973, In addi-
tion to the testimony presented at the hear-
ing, the subcommittee requested and re-
ceived from the Departumient of the Navy cop-
fes of depositions taken in 1968 of witnesses
in the civil proceedings in the Federal Court,
Donald L. Tyndall v. United Stetes; state-
ments obtained from witnesses in the course
of the investigation by Marine authorities of
the accident; and a copy of the Marine Corps
investigation report of the accident. On the

basis of its consideration of all the facts of #

the matter, this commititee has concluded
that this is an appropriate case for 1égisia
tive rellef in the reduced amounts recopd~
ménded in the committee, amendment,

ment of the Navy has opposed relief. }
ever, the Navy position as amplified
testimony at the hearing, is primaril#
upon the right of the claimants tgfrecove
under the law applicable to tort pybceedings
of the laws governing administrfftive relief
administered by the Departmegt. The bill
H.R. 3532 embodies an a.ppea.l gCongress for

recognition of a moral oblf urs
this authority extends yond the depart-
to by the Navy
which is provided in s on 2737 of Title 10
of the United States g8
gfess to recognize moral
#ias been exercised since
Republic. The Supreme
bI United States v. Realty
{1896) commented on this
ss. The court pointed out
ge of Article 1, section 8 of
and collect taxes “to pay the
#Fion provides the Congress with

ay and collect taxes *to pay the

k Q are not limited to those evidenc-
fine written obllgation or those of a

fhe natign, speaking broadly, owes a
i’ to an individual when hig claim grows
of general principies of right and Jus~
[Pe; when, in other words it is based upon
Ponsiderations of a moral or merely honor-
Bry nature, such as are binding on the con-
sclence or the honor of an individual, al-
though the debt could obtain no recognition
in a court of law. The power of Congress ex-
tends at least as far as the recognition and
payment of claims against the government
which are thus founded * * *’

. “The committee finds that the facts and
circumstances of this case do involve partic-
ular equities which provides the basis for
relief.

“The facts developed by the !nvestlgatl.on
establish, thai this accldent was caused by s
Marine who was operating the truck. The
same investigation made it clear that the
acts and omissions of other Marine Corps
personnel in falling to take appropriate ac-
tion, created a set of circumstances that en-
abled an intoxicpted member of the Marine
Corps to gain access to the keys of a truck
after having been observed to have been un-

+
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der the influence of alcohol, eppropriate that
truck and drive it through a guarded gate of
the Marine facility onto a public highway.
He then caused an accidejit, the conse-
quences Of which have b borne by the
pensation.

found that the
was observed by
e Marine base who
at he was under the
en they saw him prior
to his taking the tryftk. The investigation al-
so stated that he jWwas observed in the bar-
racks with alcohplic beverage contrary to
existing regulatighms prior to taking the ve-
nicle. The invegfigation further found that
the vehicle taken by the Marine was not
turned in tg’,;the Motor Pool on the day it

influence of alcohol

was taken infaccordance with existing orders
and verbalfinstructions. It was also found
keys were not removed from the ve-
‘ccordance with applicable Marine

¥ committee feels that the most sig-
dNt omission in this case was the fallure
e part of Marine personnel to properly
Jtrol the vehicle and, in particular, the
ffllure to stop the vehicle from leaving the
‘ase The investigation found that the Ma-
ine Private left the Marine Corps Air facility
at about 10:00 P.M. on October 5, 1867
“through or adjacent to the main gate with
the Government vehicle and that the gate
sentries either falled to notice the truck or
failed to attempt to stop it. The findings in
the investigation included a statement that
the physical area of the base is such that it
prohibits the exit of any wheeled vehicles
from the facility except in an area within
40 yards of the main gate.

“The committee points out that had
proper diligence been exerclsed concerning
the matters outlined above, this tragic acci-
dent could have been averted. The commit-
tee amendment provides for payments based
on general principles of equity and Justice.
It should also be noted that, as provided in
the committée amendment to the bill, the
payments in behalf of the minor children
‘would be made to the Clerk of the Superior
Court of Duplin County, North Carolina, to
be administered under North Carolina gen-
eral statute 7A-111 entitled “Receipts and
Disbursements of Insurance and other
Moneys of Minor and Incapacitated Adults.”
The committee has been advised that this
North Carolina statute would make it pos-
sible for the court to supervise the adminis-
tration and disbursement of the funds paid
in behalf of the minor children as provided
in the amended bill. It is congluded that the
facts of*the matter justify the payments pro-
vided for in the committee amendment and
1t 1s recommended that the bill be considered
favorably.”

In agreement with the views of the House
of Representatives this Committee recom-
mends that the bill be favorably considered.

THOMAS C. JOHNSON

The bill (H.R. 6202) for the relief of
Thomas C. Johnson was considered, or-
dered to a third reading, read the third
time, and passed.

Mr. ROBERT C. BYRD. Mr, Presi-
dent, I ask unanimous consent to have
printed in the REcorD an excerpt from
the report (No. 93-1203), explaining the
purposes of the measure.

There being no objection, the ex-
cerpt was ordered to be printed in the
RECORD, as follows:

PURPOSE

The purpose of the proposed legislation
is to relleve Thomas C. Johnson of Nability
in the sum of $2,382.94 for overpayments of

active,duty pq Bs 8 rnember of the United
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1959, which Hability arose as the regult of
States Army from July b5, 1967, to July 4,
an administrative error in crediting him

with service in the Advanced Reserve Officers’

AMENDMENT OF THE MILITARY
PERSONNEL AND CIVILIAN EM.-
PLOYEES' CLAIMS ACT OF 1064

The bill (HR. 7135) to amend the
Military Personnel and Civilian Em-
ployees* Claims Act of 1964, as arnended,
with respect to the setilement of clabms
against the United States by members
of the uniformed services and civilian
. officers and. employees for damages to,
or loss of, persaonal property incident to
their service, was considered, ordered, to
a third reading, read the third time, and
passed.

Mr. ROBERT C. BYRD. Mr. President,
I ask unanimous consent to have printed
in, the RECORD an excerpt from the report
(No. 93-1204), explaining the purposes
of the meastre.

There being no objection, the excerpt
was ordered to be printed in the Rrcosp,
as follows:

Porposn

The purpcge of the proposed legislatior. 13
to amend section '3 of the Military Personnel
and Civillan Employees’ Claims Act of 1664,
to increase the limit on payments for losses
of persopal property ineident to federal serv-
ice from $10,000 to $15,000.

STATEMENT

The facts of this case, a8 contalned In
House Report number 92-1320, are as follows:

“The Depsrtment of State and the Depart-
ment of the Air Force in their reports to the
Committee stated they were In favor of the
smendment. ‘A favorable report ‘was also re-
celved from. the Civil Service Commission.

“The bill HR. 7185, as amended by the
Committee, would amend the Military Per-
sonuel and Clvilian Employees’ Claims Act; of
1964, as amended (31 U.S.C. 240~24’l) to in-
crease from $10,000 to $15,000 the arndunt of

a claim for damage to or loss of personal’

property incldent to
paid by— -

“(a) The Becretary of a military depsrt-
ment, when the claim is made by a member
of the uniformed services under the jurisclic-
tion of, or by a civillan officer or employee
of, that department;

“(b) the Secretary of Transpormtion,
when the claim is made by a member of the
uniformed services under the jurisdiction of,
or by a:civilian officer or an employee of, the
Coast Guard when it is not operating as a
part of the Navy; or

“{c) the Becretary of Defense, when the
claim 18 by & civilian employee of the Depeart-
ment of Defense not under the jurisdiction
of a military department or the Coast CGuanrd.

“H.R. 7185, as amended by the Committes,
would, in addition, increase to $15,000 the
amount of such a claim which may be paid
by the head of any other agency, when a
claim is made by a member of the uniforraed
services under the jurisdiction of that agency
or by a civilian officer or employee ¢f that
agency. Some of ‘these other agenclgs now
may pay & clalm for no more than $10,000;
some only a claim for no more than 86,500,

“As to the Military Departments and the
Coast Guerd, the present limftation on the
payment of personnel alalms incldent to serv-
ice was established In 1965, The elements
of the Departiment of Defénse and the Coast
Guard have demonstrated thelr ability to
adminigter this Act, as well as the other
laws authdriking payment of claims against
the Uhitﬁ St&tes, with falrness to the

service which may be
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ter the enacting clause and inseri the
following:

That notwithstanding eny statute of !!m.\ta-
tlons, lapse of time; bars of laches, or any
proceeding, jurisdiction is hereby conferred
upon. the : Secretary of she Army and the
United States District Court for the District
of North Carolina to reccive and adjudicate
under the provisions of sections 2401 and
2672 of title &8, United States Code, any
claim upon behalf of Leah Maureen Ander-
son of Hopkinsgville, Kentucky, for cornpen-
sation for personal injury, and expenses and
damages sustained by her due to a collision
on March 26, 1971, between a Depariment
of the Army vshicle and the automohile in
which she was a passenger on the Fort Bragg
Military Reservation, North Carolina, such
coliision having occurred as tie resuit of
the alleged negligent operation of the truck
by United States Army personnel whils act-
ing within the alleged scope of thelr Faderal
employment. Nothing in this Act shill be
construed as an inference of lisoility c»n the
part of the United States.

Src, 2, Such claim shail be filed with the
Secroetary of the Army, or his designee, no
iater than six months aiter the date of the
enactment of this Act: In the event tiat an
offer of setilernent, if any, if not accepted
on behalf of the aforesald Leah Maureen
Anderson, suit may be filed In the Federal
district court no later than six months after
the Secretary of the Array. or 21is dedignee,
hes mailed a notice of final dispogition of the
claim to the representatives of Laah Ma ureen
Anderson.

claimants and concern for the protection of
the public funds. Since the $10,000 limita-
tion was establishec, the cost of repalring
or replacing property of the type whose loss
or damage may glve rise to claims within
the terms and purpose of this Act has in-
creased significanyly. The increase is due
primarfly to the general inflatlonary trend
which has ralsed the price of virtually sl
household items. One method of caleulating
increased costs of such goods Is the con-
sumer price index. According to the U.S.
Bureau of Labor Statistics, the consumer
price Index in May 1964 was 927, and in
May 1973 it was 131.5, an increase of 41.9
parcent. If this Increase is correlated with
the Congresgionel intent in 1964, when the
$10,000 limit was established, at least $14,-
180 would be rejuired to provide the same
protection today. A $15,000 limit appears to
b2 more in line with the current value of
such property or 1lts repalr, An increase In
the Hmit to 315,000 would thus serve to
maintaln the level of protection that was
previously considered appropriate for this
property by Congress as o mstter of fairness,
support for morale, of Government person-
nel. As- to the Armed Forces such protection
would be a further indycement for entering
and continuing membership in tha Armed
Forces. .
08T

*The additional cost to the Government
Iz not possible of exact computation since it
would relate only to those cases of large loss
which would exceed the present limits. An
indication of the potential for such losses
cah be gained from the report of the De-
partment of the Air Force which details the
experlence of the milftary services as to
claims which exceeded the $10,000 limit in
the period since July 1, 1969. In that period
the Army had 63 such claims, the Navy 42
and the Air Force 53. Of course such an
analysis would not result in the full increase
being pald in every case for only the amounts
proven and recognized under applicable reg-
ulatlons and standerds as losges subject to
compensation could be paid.

“The bill as originally introduced provided
for a measure of retroactive effe¢t in that it
would have permitied a reconslderation of
previously adjudicated claims to the extent
of providing authority for the payment of
proven losses which were not paid because of
the previous lmit for payments. It would
bave permitted payments up to the new
limit upon application within one year of
the effective date of a nmew law. However the
committee has recommended an amendment
striking this provision. It is felt that the
riew limit should have prospective force only.

“In & , therefore, it can be sald that
Section 3 of the Act now provides for a limit
of $10,000 a8 to the military departments
snd the Coast Cluard in subsection (a), and
in subsection (D) there is a limit of $6,500
for civilign deperincents or agencies, but (as

The amendment was agreed to. ;

'The bill was ordered %o be engrossid for

a third reading, read the third time, and
pa.‘Soed

Mr. ROBERT C. BYRD. My, Presldent
I ask unanimous consent to have printed
in the Recorp an excerpt frora the report
(No. 93-1205), explaining the purposes
of the measure.

There beinz no objection, the ezoernt
was ordered to be printed in the chonn
as follows:

PURPOIZE OF THE /iMENDMENT

‘The purpose of the arnendment is %o en-
able the claimant to pursue her admlindstra-
#ive remedies before imstituting action in
Federal District Court under the proﬁs!ons
of the Federal Tort Clainmws Act. -

PURPOSE OF THE EILL 45 AMENDED | :

The purpose of the bill, a8 araended, 18 to
waive the statate of limitations which pres-
ently bars any action under the Federdl Tort
Claims Act which Maureer: Anderson may file
against the U.3. Governrnent for compensa~
ticn for injuries she sustained as theiresult
of a collision on March 26, 1971, betveen a
Department of the Army vehicle and the au-
tomoblile in which she was a passenger on

2. result of a 1972 amendment) the Peace the Fgrt Bragg Military Reservation, ‘N.C.
Oorps, the Overseas Private Investment Cor- 4 STATEMENT :
poration, State Department, AID, USIA and 1

the U.S. Atms Control and Disarmament _ Thégrecordsof the Departmens of thﬂ Army

Agency have GIC‘,UOCkaitq disclg jo the fonowmg facts.

“The amendel bill would provide a uni- March 26, 1971, at 1446 hours Bgt.
form limit of $15,000 for all agencies and H. Richardson, aye 31, was operating
clepartments. fenger vehicle at Fort Bragg, N.O., in a

“It is recommendead that the amended bill orly direction on Sixth Sireet. He had
be considered favornbly.” 5, Mrs. Maria L. Davidson, age

In agreement with the views of the House
of Representatives, this Committee recom-
mends that the bill be favorably consldered.

LEAH MAUREEN ANDERSON

The Senate proceeded to consider the
bill (8. 3718) fordhe B i8]
reen Anderson which had been reported
from the Comimittee on the Judiciary
with an amendrment to strike out all af-

dominant road. At the time of the acci-
F¥ent it was raining and the rosds were wet.
When Richardson was ir the intersection of
Sixth and C Streets, Private Evans’ vehicle
struck the right side of Sergeunt Richard-
son's car.



